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Table 1 
Remediation Technology Screening Summary 

32th Street and Indian School Road WQARF Site 
Phoenix, Arizona 

 
 
 

Enhanced Reductive 
Dechlorination (ERD) Yes 

Cost prohibitive for overall plume due to 
predominantly aerobic groundwater 
conditions, low VOC concentrations, and 
the size and depth of the plume; retained 
for potentially targeted treatment areas. 

Air Sparging No 

Not likely to be cost-effective or improve 
treatment due to low groundwater 
concentrations immediately downgradient 
of the plume, the large extent of the dilute 
plume, and residual VOC mass in fine-
grained intervals.    

Monitored Natural 
Attenuation (MNA) Yes Retained remedial technology (primarily 

for abiotic processes). 
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APPENDIX A 

Detailed Cost Analysis 
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